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CITY OF AUBURN GENERAL PLAN ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS
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[acres) . Total Total
City |Sphere g?.t. City |Sphera gpr;o: City | Sphere g::?:-:; City | Sphere g::z;e City Sphr g:;ti::o City E;j;mg ?::lt.+ g::?.f: City County c;t:h: City E;i;mn iz::. us?ht
Low Density Residantial
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2 DU/AC 491°) 11,108°| 1599 g5 73 168 60 480| 540 80| 1610 1690 - 212 212 - - = - = = = = = = =
3 DU/AC 12787 -l 12r8| 396| s579| g75| 3% 14|  a10| 223 17| a4 " . = . - - - - - - = - B =
4 DU/AC 238°| 238 476) 1630 | 1193 | 2823 | 1630 2491) 4121 | 1795| 2320) 4115 1084 1114 2138 1120 1282 57 2459 1120 1105 2225 1120 1282 58 | 2480
Med. Density Res (6-10 du/ac) 124 270 394 245 187 432 245 187 432 245 330 575| 370 420 750 370 420 - 790 370 a7s 745 370" 4207 - 790" Ref:
High Density Res (10-15 du/ac) 282 21 303 83 22 105 83 77| 180 295 11 305 | 296 97 393 321 93 15 429 321 2398 560 3211 g3" - 4147 | | Final
Commercial 274 | 393 667 | 530| 395| o5 565 408 o7t 590 559 | 1149| 515 688 1203 529 689 70 1288 529 906'°| 1435 529'| esg™ 28 | 1246" ;:g}
Industrial 206 | 374 580 105 08| 1013 105 855| 960 105 | 1021 ) 1126| 873 523 896 470 332 191 933 470 616 1086 470 332 478 1280
Pubic/Quasi-Public - - -| 240 152| 392| 240 52| 392 240| 152| 3g2| 952| 3676| 4640 780 | 2449 | 1491 | 4720 780 | 2779"| 3559 |  780"| 2449| 1071 | 4300
Totals | 3491%°| 4205"| 7697"| 4391| 8923 | 13.344 | 4391 B953| 13344 | 4391 13,344 | 13,344 | 4830 | 12870 | 17,700 4830 7771 5089 | 17,700 4830 | 12,870 17,700 4830 7771 5099 | 17,700
Housing Units?* 10,549 | 9056 | 19605 | 9043 | 8870 | 17.913 | 9000 | 12.304| 21,304 | 11.304 | 13652 | 24956 | 9882 | 11.418| 21270 | 10217] 10127 1487 | 21,831 10,217| 14,457 | 24674 | 10217 | 10127 1889 | 22,230
IMPACTS
Population at 2.3 parson/du 24,264 120,829 | 45,093 | 20,800 | 20,400 41.200 | 20,700 | 28,300 | 45,000 | 26,000 | 31,400 | 57.400| 22.545°| 26377 | 48921 | 23,499 | 23202 3421 | 50,211 | 23,489 | 33,251 56,750 | 23,499 | 23,292 4337 | 51,1287
Students (18% of population) 4368 | 3749 B117| 3700| 3700 7400 3700 5100 8800| 4700 5600 | 10,300| _ 4058 4747 8805- 4230 4193 616 $039 4230 5985 10,215 4230 4193 781 8204
School Classrooms ' 146 | 125 271 123 124] 247 123 170 293 157 186 a43| __ 135 158 293 141 140 21 302 141 200 341 141 140 26 307
Labor Force (45% of population) 10919] 6373 | 20292 | 9400 | 9100f 18,500 | 9300 | 12,800 | 22,100 | 11,700 | 14,100 | 25.800| _10.145| 11.869 | 22014 | 10575| 10481 1539 | 22595| 10,575| 14,963 | 25538 | 10,575 | 10,481 1955 | 23,011
Parks (5 ac/1,000 population) 121 104 125 104 102| 206 104 141 245 130 157 287 13 132 245 117 116 17 250 117 166 283 17 116 22 255
Res. Water Use at 150 gped (@ mgd)| 3.6 3.1 6.7 3.1 3.0 6.1 3.1 4.2 7.3 39 a7 86 3.4 4.0 7.4 3.5 35 5 7.5 35 5.0 8.5 3.5 35 85 7.65
Res. Sewage at 120 gped (@ mgd) 2.9 2.5 5.4 25 2.4 4.9 2.5 3.4 5.9 3.1 3.8 6.9 27 32 5.9 28 2.8 4 6.0 28 4.0 6.8 28 2.8 5 6.1
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ASSUMPTIONS
;: gamg ﬁ‘;sz‘;ﬁj‘zﬂz;gf;&n ?zi;iz?;iila screege pt:d a::o;r;t.‘ :ﬁ; r:ra]agts and roads. 9. The existing Rural Estate designation would allow 1 du/2.3-4.6 acres
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5 e cd-= ga]?:r?s :‘2:';;’:‘:“;;? i:y‘?ﬂral Plan has a larger study area and different land use designations. 16. 1};:3 atota] combines Business Park (10 ac Bus Prk/OS desig), Mixed Use Commercial, Commercial, Mixed Use Public, and Professional Office land use
i: ?ﬁ:?rﬁ?agﬁzﬁﬂfeﬁ:ﬁ& ?;st;i':gbmzﬂts sac::n:ﬁ: ig;:l;iagxiiyindeuse ch:r;?gafastlimztes, . | ‘ 17. Lh;: fligr?agi: r;r%;;:::rsist:r:f ot??n :1?31 gt:\p% guaﬂnwa:spfel:‘asrgéoog%naggﬁ ac:l%srig;\-aﬂon and the difference between planimetered acreages and the tota_J
(From s Egu:n::?:; ‘:3:] P;T:ssary because land use data for Placer County‘g al:ar:z;ﬁva::lva:rn:? av';islaa;zt:sm;?AﬁiIA;;ugtspham ° :S a;%s::;&:ﬁ?e:t Tf;fdfmﬁfﬁ"fﬂﬁﬁaﬁi &an;%: tw%?;i?n%gbce areas. . )
Planning 6. The existing Low Mediu;n Density Residential designation would allow 4-6 du/ac. 2f13 Zlhasq totals are higher than the proposed Plan due toca.lculahgg polg;:harlo:;v:lg;g u:litgra;t?(la%?:fn ;;o:itg;valua allowed in the Land Usa Designation.
Concepts) 7. The existing Low Density Residential designation \Eould allow 24 du/ac y ‘ 222. In?:lli:scllr;g tgig:rig %a&ddﬂuga&n;?mna%z?ﬂhoa SR i
8. The existing Rural Low Density Residential designation would allow 1 dl_', /.4-2.3 acres | 1 5 —3 a 23.  This population estimate for ultimate Plgan area bulldout is lower than the estimate in the Pian (p. IV-28) due to a reduction in dwelling unit potential

due to streets and roads . _
SOURCES: Alternatives 1,2, and 3 figures: HBA; Existing Plan planimetered by Planning Concepts; Alternatives 4,5 prepared by

Planning Concepts; Alternative 6, County Plan in Sphere planimetered by Planning Concepts; Alternative 7, Draft Auburn General Plan, Table IV-5.



